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'. wrtfRcr: LEE HARVEY OSWALD 

IS - RUSSIA - CUBA 

, /|' ReBulet 9/12/59 to Assistant Attorney General, Internal 

Security Division, copies of -which -were forwarded to this office. 

Yp rnv T Pjjjy di i rti onS Of the 
«•*’' ?/ Mexico Citv file copies oijaStLk^^^^ 

5TTTc 7T to the Ambassador 



v/V / Enclosed herewit.» 

«?<v* ‘ / ?/ Mexico City file copies o t iffi n 

* 2/10/65 and the memoranda 
dated 12/27/55 and 2/23/65. 
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•cles . She was a playwright and well .known to .many ^ 
the Embassy including the then Ambassador- FULT-Or - - 
■ then Deputy Chief of Mission CLARENCE A./BOONSTRA, j _ 
of tnoso of f ' r ■ ' --'-essed to me on V 



iin(f many others . flii oi in use of ^iljiVribm'ii ri m 1 v jm W W;' * a c ’ ' i 

various occasions the opinion a very interesting 

•nerson and a. scintillating converse Lo..a .Tf ■. , but that sne . . 

vivid imagination, and frequently appears to be unable to distinguish 
between truth and fiction. Although interesting, they all considered 
"--hr"-' * • >. * V nnreliahTKT as a source of information except 

. ho'XSSCPentlY placed consistent credence in whatf 

mhen iCTSS5i visited this office in November 1964, she 
claimed that sh LEE HARVEY OSWALD at a party given at 
the home of R uSE.Y/ivjRAN on September 30, October 1, or October 2, 
tor, 3,. as reported ih Vex terhead memorandum of WW64. 
...... claimed that her daughter, 

, at that pa 

c i, an 'i a t« r identified by her as .S«B 

^dAnti float ion of this individual, 
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was m< 



T 3 R#»?x’^]ly introduced at tJie party as raw BrneHtw n ■»»' WF^TW** 

_1J1- ,'- r received by-,.cx 

»4B& — : /V; -.-'-^l-li af ter the party. »a.s» 

had not met that young man prior 



— ..gnier Baa hui mei. « young man prior 

w i ..-.r* vr w.is nnintp'l out to her that the letter 
' '' — -’-'» - * — . . . « • 



■ rw *$££» 



was dated 9/1/63 And 
’f'ed that probably the 
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pOStHi a I \uu L ; / ■ _/ 

communists have facilities for - falsifying postmarks. 

ujnuHff' ,l|l *|ll* 1 mm . . . . , +jl — 

When * - as Interviewed, he was unable to nx 

the date of the" “par ty but he believed it was probably early in 
September and neither he nor the two acquaintances of J?is who 
Accompanied him to the party could recal.l any Americans having 
been present. 

On r'/in/r.s '.■v, ; i p 1 1 i vi n " to former Foreign Service 

£=^5=2=23 t&SEa?'™ 

*• . r.,.. \_,j A L the home of RUBEN DURAN 



party 

DURAN 

hortly after her return from abroad’ - as 



S*s!ss=sr ra5wffiS» 

her conversation with 2 *j/od 

its memorandum of that 'iaLey^^^*a^r/Cjj^ulaim 



r\ h 

reported in b. — — - - - . — . 

believed the party was about September 
davc before the visit of Soviet astronaut GAGARIN”.* 



as 

laimed that 
1 963, ”a few 



•V 



Inasmuch as the Buia 



in of all olH 



<W WWW ^ P«» " ' , J^L.^\lw'«JwwJWlP,^i!(u j i < 4*1 3R:p;'-”S «. rn - v ^xeefT" 

memoranda ™n^r-n < n<r • •■, !f|ir Jl s.ory except, 

’/xi memorandum of 12/10/65 (lxi» in e a t e d the date of 
his conversations and 'not. the date typed) , copies of that 
memorandum are enclosed herewith for the completion of the 
Bureau's files. The Bureau will note that all the pertinent 
Information contained therein is set forth in Mexico City cable 
gram of 12/17/65. 
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Observa t .1 ons 



fhe following is submi ttedjj^jggnr^se to the Bureau's 



request regarding my .observations statements in 

his memorandum furnished to the Secretary of State: 
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City newspapers show that Soviet astronaut 
Mexico from,, February 8 to 23, 1963. 
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j-f-Mr-ri to oariL^rD ' '73 In •which he refers 'to 

Ms moi-ln^tth Me ^ then head of CIA, - 



I first wet one of the officers assigned 

.to tt*o Political Sectioii o.t £iie Embassy • It.ae day 

’after I took over as Legal Attache, * hen |§,Ss^^-old me he 
had ’•eoo i veil a memorandum ■which he believed A snoaid see. It 
v 3 *0&yr*m*r*; memorandum dated 12/10/65. As originally prepared 
was designated for the Ambassador, the Deputy 
Chief of Mission, the Political Section, Political Research {CIA), 
and the Central Biographic .Department. He subsequently furnished 
this office a copy although that dissemination does not show on 
the Embassy f lie" cop^ii^rnoranduB Sd* 

of the information, as asked to ®P5f... .• 



t ft e 1 n f o rm at Ion, " 

In t\ conf fjronc'S* * /> .1. n 



¥¥t! inves tl gat Ion of tiuT 



foac! been hand 1-ed by & previous JLegal A t tar ly^- — ^ i--rj :> y*- 1 n e d boh— 
committal about the allegations made by 

out r jw-* ‘s interest in that case. *? vTu.» u.iso pointed ou. 

•t-o that the information in his wmnndiiw »?» in- 

comT^^^any respects , including the fact that ^Si l did 
not ' pinpoint the da be of the alleged party but des c V i. J m cr m &Ti ly as 
s^n'enbor leer <w tiv after her return from Europe". He 
stated" that - :iLS extremely reluctant to discuss the 

matter and d‘/va> l tTuw t she would discuss it with anyone else. 

Ee therefore volunteered to raise the subject again with her to 
obtain more details. .He was than3ced at that time for his 
cooperation. 



memorandum of 12/25/65”: 



gOGF’***!#*'**' 

<2> Regarding 

"he got 3 .P_re.acti.on 'to™ regaining ms 



stated 




In view of the expressed interest of the AmbaseajJnjjJi^ 
-h» Derv>*y Chief of Mission who had received copies 
Memoranda of 12/10 and' 12/25/65 in the factualness of 
t tory they were advised by memoranda from this office dated 
'2/27/65 and 2 /23 /( " .<; „.C, r>ri * <>g of which are enclosed, that in view 
!*• Vs- ort eia * . 1 1 eva t i ons had previously been 
■he/l'/ut ;/^;h tk 3Strf7f3ftlon: „o Jurth.r » !UW -as l«i»J 
f-nven concerning her recent repetition of those allegations. Those 
Memoranda were based on Buairtel 12/22/65 and Bulet 2/15/66. Both 







V> 





f •>_ 

f . 



* ■ 
' t 



.t 






) 

3 

*T ' 
> . - 
% % 



.f.r 

•7.1 



4- 



- \ z- 



- d 

5 •$ 

j i{ 

f 



‘V 



3IEX 105*-37Q2 

. _**■*; /i>“ ■. 

memoranda wct? sent on a circulation basis t o 
superior, the Pomispj a^y^ al Itic.al Affairs, »no also had 
\ received a cony of memoranda. It can only bo 

] concluded that the ’feSTl or Political Afj^*-£Ujfi^ot 
» r* on t. e t hi c l. 



*# 



t e t hi c nj ' \ 7 b memorandum of 2/23/66 "to |||g 

\ does not recall it. 






or 






< n \ 



Regarding paragraph 
interview with me relative to 

of the alleged party tCifftl 



conc erning 



v. 

■■•''iiiirf 



jy .gain having changed 
"of September: 



t 



the dai 

I never interviewed ° n e • The first ~ ime 
T. saw him was in the presence ' ^ er ] vi ®^*J ned 

mv office 1 called the Agent to wTot. me case had been ass agne _ . 

. 1 .., u- and sit in on the interview. 1 did not tell him - ilSlt 

(>a “ Jriven the late September date "accurately” -*ben 
to "the Embassy and made her first report. I did . 

*er *vim her newly revised date was the same time that she 

? wVlven when she came to the Embassy in November 1964 to tell 
| tier story. The investigation conducted at that time, as rw-ec.e^ 
\ n Mexico City letterhead memorandum of 12/11/64, showed -hat 
j the late September date was not accurate . Neither did 1 tell 
" v«m that someone else who was at" the party had stated that 
there were no Americans there. Frankly, although X had reviewed 
the" file after this matter .first came up in December 1965, 1 
d"' d no* ' memo*- < z<» aV* of the details and I did not recall this 
„ hich Tdi-i not sooo-,> aw are of until my current review 

f teir^/Saf ^^^^rcasJ woSHot 

have considered it to be of concern to him whether the case was 
closed o- not. 1 did tell him in response to his inquiry, that 
; i 'Zn,~?s" « ,* bp no-^tiry f©r him to pursue this matter any 
further vi^h sincT?e-had heard her story before and 

Vj 3 (-? h fj 4 »n cAecked out without being; Bubsta.ntl3.tea and. - 
| therefor- "considered her story to be a closed issue. 

( 4 ) Regarding paragraph 9 in which 3®Sfal. ref < e " e<J 
♦ 0 ^ > <y yH’ T S’« alleged statement that the ietiera. Security 

PoVi;;-' interrogation, of the DURANs was unsatisfactory and 
comm o' 1 1 ” T ?i > s t-iMcrint may be the source of Mr. FERRIS belief 
'«0^7=^ 



1*WGW 

?r\ . 



iscrmt iSlay 04? T.X1*? »<JU1 * ■* — 

story had been checked- out and found to be 
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1 ' . ' T " ~2- . — * - — . - - - - • >£t'Jr s lrX^‘-.- J 

~ - ’ - -• . -' . : - 
* * • •’ * ' This statement is uninformed speculation. 1 know . - 

about Mr. WHITE’S evaluation of the interrogation Of ' • 

the'oURAXs which so far as I know, had nothing to do with th e • Jr _; - • .. 

story about the alleged party subsequently related by msm • *> 

Tjjjy ** rr/^js :&ased on 1th e investigate loo con<iuct.c<!l ~ j" • _* _ ■ 

\ | ce as reported .in Mexico City letter and letterhead 

: memorandum of 12/11/64, and the Bureau’s concurring evaluation : 
w.s wet forth in Bureau air tel 12/22/65 and Buiet of 2/15/66.|y| . j, 

(5) *ith regard to paragraph 10 in • - • 

commented that ’’whereas the FBI has discounted #Piiiinii 17«^^ ^ 

allegations, the CIA is still considerably disturbed by them":gj -. 

- #i «ui 

1 as- aware of no foundations f or this . obser vation that_ 

C 7 A is "stil ! omslcterab’y disturbed” by tory • 

^ a v e absolutely no indlcaiiou of such reactions 
"f, j • *j ■ . t_!ie contrary indicated that he was veli aware of _ ' 

e ya | .y.r , 1 ‘"* ' - » LI - ' ". , . ,, W H l » Mnrel.labi\itv. Alh . 

f.lth -regard- to<^B^5SSS^claia that CIA way not - •■• 
have pressed further inves la on tor several reasons including 

’’considering the sensitive overlap and subtle competition between , .:. 
two intelligence collection agencies , it had to yield to the _ . 

vs j f ss jurisdiction”; (j[, ■ "’ 

This can only be described as a product of 4QBSBXSBSBS3SB& • -i 

Imagination. During the period In question, relations between . ..... 
this office and CIA in Mexico were maintained on a friendly, - 

mutually cooperative basis with respect for the authority and 
responsibilities of the two parent agencies . The principal 
function of CIA in Mexico In connection with the Investigation 
of the OSWALD case was in checking out allegations concerning 
possible Cuban, aspects through their established sourcc sja n gl 
confidential cooverage- The remaining points covered bjnfipHR 
g pgyg f a unripe items 2, 3 and 4, paragraph 10, are extraneous • • 

<-orv and Appear to have been Included ':' -; 

.gratuTtSStriahis memorandum, to the Secretary of State. ^ * • 

(G> yo>, m es ard terminal comment in 

mraVraph xV that the records should show that a representative &r. 
of ,'^'inr American publication -has at least some knowledge of.-* 
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i This office has no information indicating such to 5 

he ft fact or that either <Sr*WW«?aBBrhad given the story to such 
in individual or that herself , in spite of her _ 

repeated protestations that she should not be revealed as tae 
source of this information, had passed the story on to such an 
X n d i v i d u a 1 - 



Co^en ts *~yy* r \ ■ 

The significance is not known as to why the State 
tiprirtnont di 7 scmin:<tectJaSS« 5 SlSSE^ memorandum under the subject 

■ . ,, < v’T' i n i PC V jin. w A II 11 



UCpr> r trncTiT. o I I'd 

«WS5S3^!S?^*^ ’ nstead of under the LEE HARVEY 06 

investigation captioned his memorandum.. 

1 1L* appears" "that fs undergone a change in 

attitude since his departure from Mexico which is difficu.lt to 
understand. This may possibly be a reaction to his se P a f a ^°^ ni 
from yor-ign Service. According to Embassy sources , imsssmsmm® 
is ""believed to have been "selected out", a phrase used when an 
officer is "retired” after having been in one grade ^ for the 
aax < 5 ,», B period of time and is not considered qualified for 
promotion to a higher grade. This involuntary separation from 
the foreign Service may account for his present attitude which 
otherwise"* is difficult to comprehend. 

During the time after I took over as Legal Attache on 
12/16/65 until his departure from Mexico in 1967, 1 a n d mt, 

w-snnnel of Phis' office had very limited contact with ... chsjmb 
H e* was one of various officers assigned to the Political Lection 
»nd although h« was ostensibly friendly, his assignment had 
little "in common with the work of this office and therefore our 
relations both official and personal , were closer _ with other 
of^lce’-s in the Political Section. The only official contact 
i’ had "with him was in connection with instant matter. Although 
at that time he exhibited somewhat of a "detect i v e comple x in 
'■JesJrlntsr to probe into the story recounted by be at 

no" time '"demonstrated a desire to take over the ol»AU> investiga- 
tion from, the authorised authorities. 

current attitude as set out in his letter 

Secretary it State dated 7/25/69 is obvious 
Irca hi, statement , "Since I «5 the Embassy officer in XaxUSO 










3.7.X 105-3702 



nth6 acquired this intelligence information, I feel a * 

responsibility for seeing it thro ff t o its final evaluation, 
tt appears , therefore, that®fSB&3HS«^ has now decide • 

?ind not the T8I or the Department oi Justice is the one to 
decide how the story given by to be evaluate 

'The concept that every person wbo passes on to another « ov **®“ 
went agency Information relating to matters within the jurisdiction 
that agency has the responsibility and authority to revie, 
and 'evaluate the action taken by that agency is, of course, 
untenable. 
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rJO-'V. vtt * , r\Z * • : i 









PEHfflPWW' . 

An additional copy of this letter is being forwarded 
for -use in the event the Bureau desires to forward a copy to 
Da'! las which received a. copy of referenced letter. 






